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Of a Book, entitled “ THE ESSENTIAL DOCTRINES 
OF THE GOSPEL: AN INTRODUCTORY SERMON, 
delivered in the Presbyterian Church in Vande- 
water-street, in the city of New-York, on the 
Morning of Sabbath, June 1, 1823. By noorer 
cumMiING, D. p. Pastor of said Church. Pub- 
lished by request of the Church and Congregation. 
NEW-YORK, PRINTED BY J. SEYMOUR, 49 John- 
street, 1823.” 18mo. pp. 27. 

It is proper for us to state, for the information of 
the Church in Vandewater-street, that Dr. Cum- 
ming, during his pilgrimage at Albany, published a 
book, entitled “ The Christian’s Vade-Mecum.” 
Our motive for this is the following —Dr. Cumming 
has quoted from his Vade-Mecum, and given the 
Church in Vandewater-street, a part of that work 
in the guise of an introductory Sermon; thereby 
authorizing us, in our review of the Sermon, to no- 
tice the Vade-Mecum also. We shall do this the 
more readily on account of the advantages to result 
to Dr. C. and his new charge—the Doctor’s pow- 
ers as a logician will be more brilliantly exhibited, 
and his new people the sooner initiated into his lu- 
cid mysteries, and his extraordinary system of grace 
and morality combined! Farther, we now state, 
once for all, that we have nothing to do with, or to 
say of, Hooper Cumming. The Reverend Doctor 
Hooper Cumming, author of the “ Vade-Mecum, 
and an Introductory Sermon,” containing “ The 
Essential Doctrines of the Gospel,” is the character 
we are about to analyze. His secular character, 
person, and concerns, we neither know nor care any 
thing about, any farther than to wish him reputa- 
tion and happiness. But, of the Reverend Doctor 
we have much to say, as follows— : 

On the first day of June, (it being the first day of 
the week,) the Reverend Doctor Cumming preach- 
ed an Introductory Sermon in the Church in Van- 
dewater-street, from these words— 

“ Wois unto me, if I preach not the Gospel.” 
1 Cor. ix. 16. 

We cannot well refrain from expressing our sur- 
prise at the choosing a sentiment and declaration 
so mal apropos to the Doctor. Reader, if it should 
peradventure be that you are a member of the 
Church in Vandewater-street, will you please to re- 
collect that there is a greater than Dr. Cumming ; 
that a possibility exists of your being in errour, and 
still a stranger to Christ’s gospel ? Christ both visit- 
ed, and eat and drank with publicans and sinners. 
Imitate your divine Lord, and, however vile you 
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vation of all men, condescend, for once, to hear a 
despised believer in this despised doctrine, speak for 
himself, and defend his faith against the accusations 
of the Reverend Doctor Hooper Cumming. Be 
not unmeasurably offended, when we say, we are of 
opinion, that the words, “ Wo is unto me, if I preach 
not the gospel,” come with a very ill grace from the 
mouth of a man who is to receive two thousand five 
hundred dollars per annum for preaching his gos- 
pel! We have a strange presentiment, that the wo 
most dieaded is the loss of the cash! That the wo, 
let it be what it may, would be braved, were the 
$2,500 kept in the back ground! The Reverend 
Doctor Paul, this does not sound well, Paul, the 
servant of Christ, whose salary was paid in impris- 
onments, in perils, in watching, in hungering, in 
thirsting, and in stripes, could lay his hand on an 
honest heart, and, with devotion and humility, say, 

“ Wo is unto me, if I preach not the gospel.” 

How many persons, having families to support, 
in the Congregation worshipping in Vandewater- 
street, have an income of $ 2,500 per annum ? Paul, 
the author of the text, would not be a burden to 
those who received the gospel at his hands. Look 
again at the “ Wo,”—look at the circumstances of 
the people—look at the House they meet in—a 
Congregation, in a pecuniary point of view, poor, 
and in debt, and a Pastor draining their purses, and 
saying— 

“ Wo is unto me, if I preach not the gospel.” 

Paul, you would have been ashamed of this! If 
all we have written is a digression, the reader, if he 
is a Christian, will pardon it. 

Dr Cumming’s exordium is deserving of some 
notice. He says, if not found doing his duty, &c. 
“ ten thousand curses will fall on my devoted head.” 
As Dr. C. deals very largely in curses, we are not 
surprised ; and shall not object in many words, as 
he has made himself the recipient of them. We 
only ask, Is this gospel? The Dr., we presume, 
considers 10,000 as asacred number. In his Vade- 
Mecum, p. 159, he says, “ The word of God declares 
unequivocally, in ten thousand instances, that there 
is an eternal hell.” Now the Doctor, although called 
upon, a long time since, has not, to this day, pro- 
duced the passage in the word of God, where it is 
declared in so much as one instance, “ that there is 
an eternal hell!” If he has a curse for every hell he 
has palmed upon the sacred word of God, his num- 
ber is well chosen! Dr. C. asks, in p. 7. “ How in- 
finitely more aggravated will be his doom, if from 
the pulpit he publish errour, than if he did not pro- 
fess to be an ambassador of Christ!” And adds, 
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prospect of wealth and honours ; but at the call, as | “The existence of ‘one only living aud true God.” 


he humbly trusts, of his divine Lord, he felt it his 
imperious duty to abandon worldly occupations,” &c. 
“ Woisme.” Two thousand five hundred dollars 
per annum! We recommend to Dr. C. to drop 
egotism altogether! It will not do. Vandewater- 
street is rather dark, but some of his audience can 
see in twilight! 

Dr. C. also says, p. 7. “ If he should fail to preach 
the true gospel,” &c. “ through eternity, he would 
sink under the wrath of an Almighty God.” We 
ask, Does the true gospel declare this ? Dr. C. ac- 
knowledges, that “ The literal meaning of the word 
gospel, is glad tidings.” What is the spiritual 
meaning? Is it different? Dr. C. says, “ He who 
preaches the gospel, brings glad tidings to a ruined 
world.” We heartily subscribe to this. This is, 
indeed, the truth. But, look at this—Behold, I 
bring you glad tidings of great joy, the few elect 
shall be saved, and a large portion of the “ ruined 
world,” shall be consigned to “ an eternal hell!” 
If this is glad tidings, sad tidings would consign 
men to endless felicity ! 

In p. 8, Dr. C. says, “If I do not declare all 
the counsel of God—if I do not explain,” &c. “ the 
leading and essential doctrines of salvation, a wo 
awaits me.” Please to explain Isa. xlv. 20—25. 


Ephes. i. 9, 10. Rev. iv. 11. Is a vociferous harp- 


ing of damnation, and forging Scripture, impiously 
charging God with having “ declared in ten thou- 
sand instances,” that which God has never spoken, 
“ explaining the leading and essential doctrines of 


salvation?” Christ says, “ Man shall not live by 
bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth out 
of the mouth of God.” Dr. C. declares, “ No por- 
tion of the divine record can be separated from the 
rest, without defacing the beauty of the entire struc- 
ture.” We caution him to beware of a denial, in 
practice, of this, his own assertion. We know of 
no greater impiety, than solemn mockery in the 
pulpit. Adding to the Book, and taking from the 
Book, in solemn grimace, is a species of pious 
fraud, abominable beyond description. Whether 
Dr. C. has been guilty of this, in an aggravated de- 
gree, his conscience shall judge; and the people 
of his charge can judge also. Remember, “ God is 
not mocked.” Prejudices may be fostered, and 
mankind deceived, but the deception will return 
upon the head of the offender. If there is any 
spirit more devilish than another, and farther fe- 
moved from every thing that comports with the 
christian character, it is pride! Pride will lead to 
falsehood, to prevarication, and will unblushingly 
bear false witness against our neighbour. Spiritual 
pride is the crime of devils. 

We earnestly request the reader to bear in mind, 
that Dr. C.’s Sermon purports to exhibit the “ Es- 
sential doctrines of the Gospel.” ‘That he has ad- 
mitted the truth; that the meaning of the word 
gospel, is “ glad tidings.” Therefore, any thing 
advanced, at any time, inconsistent with glad ti- 
dings, is not a doctrine of the gospel ! 

In p. 9. Dr. C. introduces, what he calls, “those 
truths essential to salvation,” &c. The first is, 





Dr. C. proceeds to enumerate his attributes ; and, af 
ter stating the existence of God to be eternal, his wis- 
dom infinite, his power almighty, and his holiness 
such as not to look upon sin without abhorrence, &c 
says, “ sojust, as to resolve on evincing to the universe 
his hatred of it, by pouring eternal vengeance on 
impenitent transgressors.” Is this gospel? We read 
in the Scriptures of the “day of vengeance :” but 
never of “ God’s resolve to pour eternal vengeance 
on transgressors.” To Dr. C. we say, Sir, recollect 
the—* Wois me!” Dr. C., however, says not one 
word of God’s goodness! A prophet says, “ Praise 
the Lord, [What for ?] for he is good, [What evi- 
dence have we of his goodness?} for his mercy en- 
dureth for ever.” Dr. C. did make out to say, that 
God is “ somerciful, through Christ, as to save from 
perdition so many of his rebellious subjects as hy 
can save consistently with the designs of his moral 
government.” Is this gospel? Is there a passage 
in the whole Bible, any thing like it? Paul, (see 
Ephesians i. 9, 10.) says, “Having made known 
unto us the mystery of his will, according to his 
good pleasure, which he hath purposed in himself: 
that in the dispensation of the fulness of times, he 
might gather together in one all things in Christ, 
both which are in heaven, and which are on earth, 
even in him.” But Dr. C. will not admit Paul’s 
testimony. Dr. C.’s god, and Paul’s God, differ 
in their designs! We caution with a sincerity and 
good will which is not purchased with a salary of 
$2500, Dr. C.’s congregation, not to trust in a god 
whose designs are different from the God Paul 
worshipped. 

“ Again,” Dr. C. says, “ He who would approve 
himself as a true and faithful minister, must teach 
the doctrine of a trinity of persons in the Godhead.” 
Is this gospel? What shall we say of all the pro- 
phets, apostles and disciples of God, and his Sou 
Jesus Christ? Not one of them ever taught “ the 
doctrine of a trinity of persons in the Godhead.” 
According to Dr. C. they were neither true nor 
faithful! The word person occurs but once in the 
whole Scriptures, as applicable to God, and is a 
false translation! Dr. C. has varied his exhibition 
of his trinity, from that given in his Vade-Mecum. 
He retains a part, however. He acknowledges in 
his Sermon, p. 10. that it is “a profound mystery. 
But, though like other mysteries, it can neither be 
fully comprehended nor explained, it is still a truth.” 
How do you know this? If it is a mystery, (secret, 
something unknown, for this is the meaning of the 
word rendered mystery,) how did you find it out ? 
How can you believe that, of which you are igno- 
rant? Dr. C. continues—“ And what the Seriptures 
reveal concerning it, ought clearly to be exhibited.” 
Pray, how can a thing or principle be a mystery, 
after the Scriptures have revealed it? What have 
the Scriptures revealed of this acknowledged mys- 
tery? Why, Dr. C. says, “They teach, that such is 
the mode of the divine existence, as to make it pro- 
per for God, when speaking of himself, to use the 
personal pronouns; I, Thou, He. This it is which 
lays the foundation for what the advocates of the 











GOSPEL 





HERALD. 67 





a trinity of persons in the Godhead.” 
Is this Gospel? O, No. What is it? Ask Dr. C. It 


doctrine, term 


is the doctrine of the Trinity. Do the Scriptures 
teach it? Why no. Butthe Scriptures teach—what ? 
Not what Dr. C. advances. He has given his ipse 
dizit. What is it worth? Nothing! The Scriptures 
do speak of God, as having hands. Shall we then 
conclude, that he has a human body? No! For God 
isa Spirit. Dr. C. shall be gratified. The personal 
pronouns have a direct application to man. Answer, 
Do you contain three persons? The Dr. continues, 
“ By which [the trinity] it is not meant, as has been 
unjustly asserted by the opposers of this truth, that 
there are three beings in one being. But the term 
person is necessarily used on account of the poverty 
of our language, for want of a better term, to signify 
that peculiar manner of the divine existence which 
the Scriptures clearly teach.” Look at this. A 
trinity of persens must be taught. Then follows 
the acknowledgment that the term persons is a poor 
term. By which we understand is meant an imper- 
fect term. Is this Gospel ? 

Dr. C. and his admirers shall not have just cause 
to accuse us of misconstraction. The Doctor shall 
have fair play. We therefore give his more full 
account of this doctrine, as contained in his Vade- 
Mecum, pp. 9,40. “The doctrine is confessedly 
mysterious. We can neither comprehend nor ex- 
plain it. No deduction of reason will establish— 
no similitudes will elucidate it. It is a truth purely 
of revelation, and it claims our credence on the 
authority of ‘Thus saith the Lerd.’ 

«« By the doctrine of the Trinity, we mean not as 
its enemies allege, that there are three Beings in 
one Being. ‘That were a palpable absurdity. But 
we mean there are three persons in one Being, ne- 
cessarily using the word person for want of a better 
term, to signify that peculiar mode of the divine exist- 
ence which the Scriptures clearly teach. Such is 
the mysterious and incomprehensible manner in 
which the Divine Being exists, as to lay a proper 
foundation in his nature, to speak of himself in the 
first, second, and third person, and say, I, Thou, He, 
meaning only himself.” We turn to page 12, and 
read, of this mysterious and incomprehensible doc- 
trine, that “ The evidences are so multifarious, so 
lucid, so energetic, that it really is surprising, that 
any who are not avowed deists should be anti-trini- 
tarians.” Astonishing language this! “We mean 
not,” says the Doctor, “as its enemies allege, that 
there are three beings in one being. That were a 
palpable absurdity. But we mean that there are 
three persons in one Being.” Well, then there are 
two of your three persons who have no being ! A won- 
derful trinity this! Personality without being, and 
each of these persons almighty in power, infinite in 
wisdom, &c. and at the same time have no being ! 
This is arriving at a just conclusion. For it proves 
that the modern hypothesis of a trinity of persons is 
false! There never was poor man more completely 
confuted by his own deductions, than Doctor Cum- 
ming. A humble acknowledgment that his by- 
pothesis is a creature of the imagination. 





his Sermon, he contends, that his three persons must 
be distinctly God, or he could not confide im them. 
Well, so be it. The Dr. has furnished a rule; let 
us apply it. Two of these three persons have no 
being. How, then, can you confide in a person who 
has no being? Where there is no being, there is no 
reality ; and thus dies the doctrine, or, more prop- 
erly, Dr. C.’s persons, by his own weapon. Paul, 
speaking of God, says, “ Who only hath immortal- 
ity.” Dr. C.’s two persons have no being, and to talk 
of immortality where there is no being to possess it, 
would be nonsense. The Dr.’s difficulties can be 
solved or removed ina moment. We read, “ God 
was in Christ, reconciling the world unto himself, 
not imputing their trespasses unto them.” Again, 
“God is a Spirit.” Here is the Father, Son, and 
Holy Spirit, in the person of Jesus Christ. This 
is clearly taught. Dr. C. pretends there is a “Thus 
saith the Lord,” to support his hypothesis. Let 
him name the chapter and verse if he can! Alas! 
for diplomas and pretensions. What do bubbles 
avail, when Truth, like a whirlwind, appears, sweep- 
ing error from his hiding place, and destroying the 
refuge of lies! 

Dr. C. pp. 11, 12, introduces his essential doc- 
trine of the atonement, of the Son of God, as he 
terms it. He asserts, that a “vicartous sacrifice” is 
“the only basis on which we may build our expect- 
ations of life eternal.” And declares, “The public 
teacher who denies this truth—who disallows the 
necessity of a real_ substitution, and proposes any 
other method of escape from threatened punish- 
ment, is, to all intents, an infidel.” This is neither 
gospel, scripture, nor argument. A man of any 
foundation whatever for his pretensions, we think, 
would be ashamed to make this declaration before 
an audience of children; to say nothing of adults, 
or men of any wisdom or science! How puerile! 
Alas! is this man a Reverend Doctor! Does he call 
this Gospel! How charitable! But this is the man- 
ner of this great logician. We pity the man; we 
are astonished that an audience of men of sense can 
be found, who will patiently listen to such misera- 
ble talking ; for we can call it by nothing better. 
These are the husks of Calvinism. The Gospel pro- 
claims the “ bread of God, which came down fiom 
heaven and giveth life unto the world.” (Nota few 
elect.) The Gospel the servants of Christ preach- 
ed, is “the Spirit which giveth life.” They declare, 
“I would have you know that the Head of every 
man is Christ.” Instead of a vicarious sacrifice, 
they represent mankind as being associated with 
Christ, their divine head, in his crucifixion, resur- 
rection, and ascension. Christ declared—* And I, 
if I be lifted up from the earth, will draw all 
unto me.” ‘The law threatens no punishment be- 
yond this life. Every man suffers the consequences 
of his sins. 

Page 13, Dr. C. decides that all men are sinners. 
That the faithful minister “ will ‘ conclude all under 
sin,’ and insist that every individual on earth needs 
essentially the application of atoning blood.” Dr. C. 
thus commits himself, and disparages his faith. Asa 





Look again at Dr, C.’s conclusions. In p. 11. of 
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remember, all need it! What a reflection this, upon 
the Creator of men! 

Alas! alas! alas! for the Reverend Doctor Hooper 
Cumming. If he were totally insane, he could not 
have outraged common sense more than he has 
done in p. 13, where he discourses on the total de- 
pravity of man; as follows—* How a really good 
man can deny the doctrine of total depravity, when 
he understands the import of the expression, I can- 
not possibly conceive. Sure I am, that when he 
looks at his own heart, and beholds the depth of 
pollution into which it is sunk, he will feel no hesi- 
tancy to admit, that ‘in him, that is, in his flesh,’ in 
his carnal, unconverted nature, ‘there dwelleth no 
good thing.’” What! a good man totally depraved ? 
The Vade-Mecum throws some light on this sub- 
ject. The reader will please to recollect, that it is 
the Rev. Dr. C. who is speaking—Vade-Mecum, 
p. 47. “By the doctrine of fotal depravity, we do 
not mean, that men are as wicked as they possibly 
could be.” So we suppose, by total darkness, we 
do not mean that it is as dark as it possibly could 
be! Page 54,“ Whoever undertakes to describe a 
sinner without taking total depravity into his char- 
acter, will describe a saint. If he say, a sinner is 
one who sometimes does good, and sometimes does 
evil, this is a description of a saint. For every saint 
sometimes does evil. If he say, a sinner is one who 
does more evil than good; this is a description of a 
saint. FOR EVERY SAINT HAS MORE SIN 
THAN HOLINESS. If he say, a sinner is one 
who has the lowest degree of grace; this is a de- 
scription of a saint. For the least degree of love, 
faith, repentance,” [i.e. we suppose, if you repent 
of only one-tenth part of one sin.) “or any other 
lioly affection, forms the character of the saint, and 
entitles him to the divine favour.” This is Dr. C.'s 
account of total depravity! The righteous and the 
wicked, according to Dr. C. are as different as sin 
and transgression! But, more of this in its proper 
place. The Doctor’s crude opinions will start up 
like the ghosts of his departed senses, and trouble 
iim wo-fully before we have done with his Ser- 
mon. Wo is me,” says Dr. C. “if I preach not 
the gospel ;” and the “ wo” will be to him: verify- 
ing the declaration, “The way of the transgressor 
is hard.” 

The Dr. continues, p. 13, “ Again: Are sinners 
in their natural state, entirely destitute of holiness, 
then, in order to the inheritance of heaven, they 
need the special and regenerating influence of the 
Holy Spirit.” Page 14, “If heavenly enjoyments 
are holy in their nature, a sinner must be created 
after the image of God in righteousness, before he 
can possibly be happy in heaven.” The Doctor's 
Sermon is only an outline; the Vade-Mecum is a 

finished production, and explains all. In page 56 of 
that work, we read as follows—“* We may argue 
the same doctrine from the general tenor of the 
threatenings of Scripture. These are so constructed 
as to exclude none from heaven but those who are 
utterly destitute of holiness. ‘If any man love not 
the Lord Jesus Christ, [at all] let him be Anathema 
Maran-atha.’ 1 Cor. xvi. 22. “ Follow—holiness, 





without which, [without some degree of which} no 
man shall see the Lord.’ Heb. xii. 14. ‘Except ye 
repent [in some degree] ye shall all likewise perish, 
Luke xiii. 3. ‘He that believeth not, [at all] shall 
be damned.” Mark xvi. 16.” ° 

An easy way to goto heaven this. But, we ask 
Dr. C. and his admirers, What kind of a gospel is 
this? What have you for a god; and what is his 
spirit; his image ? Is a man in the “image of God,” 
when he loves “ at all?” Do “the special and regen- 
erating influences of the Holy Spirit,” produce only 
“some degree of holiness?” “ Some degree” of re- 
pentance? A little faith? And has your holy man, 
who it fitted and entitled to heaven, “ more sin than 
holiness?” We ask you, Sir, in plain terms, Are not 
you ashamed of thus perverting the Scriptures, and 
finding an excuse for sin? What your society in Al- 
bany were about, to have these abominable senti- 
ments made public, through the medium of the 
press, and they co-partners in the honour and credit 
of the production, we know not. We tell you, Sir, 
that your saints are no better than our sinners. The 
characters you send to heaven, are the very charac- 
ters we believe are in hell. 

Dr. C. in p. 15, declares of good works, “ When 
it is ascertained what constitutes an action good, 
there can be no difficulty nor danger in admitting, 
that actions of this nature, are in one sense, essen- 
tial to salvation.” In p. 20, Dr. C. enumerates 
crimes, and names some persons whom he considers 
to have been great sinners, and says, “The friend 
of God would rather be excused from associating 
with such company. If there be no difference be- 
tween the lot of the righteous and that of the wick- 
ed, why believe in Christ? Why love God?” This 
savours of the ancient Pharisees, who accused 
Christ of eating with publicans and sinners. Look 
at this, and compare it with the above—page 
16, “If salvation be of grace, God may, without the 
least injustice, bestow this salvation on whom, and 
on no more than he pleases to deliver from the 
curse.” Now, if God may do this, where is the 
ground of Dr. C.’s objection to let a worse man than 
himself go to heaven? He has decided that God 
may bestow salvation on whom he pleases, without 
the least injustice! In p. 14, Dr. C. declares, “The 
entire work of man’s salvation is of grace.” In p. 16, 
speaking of the christian, “ He depends exclusively 
on the merits of Christ for pardon and life eternal.” 
In p. 14, he declares of the atonement by Christ, 
“The grand, the prominent design of that vicarious 
offering, was to evince to all intelligent creatures, 
the determination of God to support the authority 
of his moral law,” &c. and “here the atonement 
stops.” Does it? Ask the humble Paul, the ser- 
vant of Christ, where the atonement stops! Paul, 
raise thy arm, covered with stripes, the reward of 
thy toil, and speak. Let thy voice be heard, in this 
day of clerical pride and corruption. Paul, what 
sayest thou? Ans. “It pleased the Father that in 
him should all fulness dwell; and having made 
peace through the blood of his cross, by him to re- 
concile all things unto himself; by him, I say, whe- 





ther they be things on earth, or things in heaven.” 
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Col. i. 19, 20. “If when we were enemies we were 
reconciled to God by the death of his Son; much 
more, being reconciled, we shall be saved by his 
life.” Rom. v. 10. “ For all have sinned, and come 
short of the glory of God; being justified freely by 
his grace, {not our faith) through the redemption 
that is in Jesus Christ.” iii. 23, 24. We ask Dr. C. 
Is this gospel? If it is, that which you preach, is not 
gospel, and “ten thousand curses” await you, on 
your own confession! We tell Dr. C. and the peo- 
ple of his charge, This is Gospel. This is glad 
tidings ; and wo-betide the wretch, who dares per- 
vert it! You may find a majority of the world on 
your side. But, remember, and we speak it with 
solemnity, God is on the side of Christ and the 
Bible! 

Again. See your inconsistency. You declare, p. 
16, of the Christian, “he depends exclusively on 
the merits of Christ, for salvation.” What! when 
the merits of the atonement of Christ stop short, 
and leave the work half done! We are not to be 
deceived with common place remarks. The suavity 
of Dr. C. in glossing his Sermon over with contra- 
dictory sentiments, and fine spun expressions of 
humanity, holiness, love, &c. are of no avail. Dr. 
C. is accountable for his energetic declarations, and 
cunning admissions and conclusions. We array 
his absurdities and perversions in proper order 
before his face, and marshal them, in all their de- 
formity, before the people of his charge; we open 
the Sacred Book, and appealing to a higher Source 
than synods, presbyters, and human creeds and 
confessions, demand, not only a respectful atten- 
tion, but, an answer. 

Doctor C.’s Sermon abounds with his assurances 
that he “ will preach the whole truth.” Will he, did 
he ever preach the whole truth to any audience, un- 
contaminated with the traditions of men? Will he 
preach the truth, that “ Christ tasted death for every 
man?” That “ The kingdoms of this world shall 
become the kingdoms of our God, and of his Christ?” 
That God has “ sworn by himself, that unto him 
every knee shall bow, erery tongue shall swear, 
surely shall say, In the Lord have I righteousness 
and strength, to Him shall come, and all that are 
incensed against him shall be ashamed ?” Is it de- 
claring the whole truth, to say, “ That men cannot 
be admitted to heaven without complying in the 
present world, with the terms of the gospel ?” (p.18.) 
That “every saint has more sin than holiness 2?” 
That there is no change nor alteration after this 
life? [Vade-Mecum.] We pause—What kind of 
saints are these ? Has Dr. C. “ more sin than holi- 
ness?” Will he experience no change hereafter ? 
We verily think the vile characters and persons he 
has enumerated, on his own confession, would not 
be unfit company for him, however his pride might 
object to the association! We ask, Has that man 
complied, in the present world, with the terms of 
the gospel, who has “ more sin than holiness ?” 
Who “ has repented in some degree ?” Who “ loves 
the Lord Jesus Christ at all?” Who “ believeth 
at all?” We do not, Pharisce-like, thank God that 
we are not like other men; but we do rejoice, and 


express our thanks, when we reflect, that no preach- 
er of God’s Universal love and goodness, was ever 
left to declare such abominable sentiments, to ad- 
vocate such wicked principles! Our arm may be 
nerved with vengeance, and point a dagger to the 
bosom of a fellow worm, and better this, than the 
“ tongue to be set on fire of hell,” and utter false- 
hood of the character and purposes of the Great, 
the Holy, and the only wise God! You may call us 
* lying Universalists ;” and subjoin every epithet 
which slander can devise, but we will never sanc- 
tion principles which outrage reason and common 
sense, and contradict the revelation of the King of 
Heaven. 

Dr. C. shall have justice done him. He limits 
the atonement even in its efficacy. Strange to relate, 
he uses the words Holy Ghost, and fear of hell, as 
convertible terms. Something is necessary besides 
the atonement, to save sinners. What is it? In his 
Sermon, Dr. C. says, “the Holy Ghost must em- 
ploy his omnipotent energies,” &c. (Query. Was 
not this done, when “ God was in Christ reconci- 
ling the world unto himself ?” Was not an Omnipo- 
tent energy employed then?) In his Vade-Mecum, 
p- 171, Dr. C. says, “ tens of thousands, already in 
heaven, could not have been converted, for they were 
dead to every other motive, while the fear of hell 
ALONE was, in the first case, influential.” Here 
the fear of hell, has more omnipotent energies as- 
cribed to it, than the Holy Ghost! Nay, the fear of 
hell is possessed of an efficacy superiour to the 
atonement! Reader, this is not Universalism. This 
is Dr. C.’s gospel ! 

Dr. C. p. 19 of his Sermon, introduces a large quo- 
tation from his Vade-Mecum, pp. 142, 143. Not- 
withstanding we furnished Dr. C. with a declaration 
of our sentiments, and assured Inim of his mistake, 
in ascribing to us such principles, he still persists in 
wilfully slandering, against his better judgment, 
a portion of the community, whom he has neither 
honour, honesty, nor courage, to meet in fair and 
impartial discussion. How shall we account for 
this conduct? Shall we join with him, and say, 
The saint has more sin than holiness, and, in chari- 
ty, we should expect nothing better ? If this will an- 
swer, Dr. C. is welcome to the salvo. If it will not 
do, the Dr. must find another excuse. The quota- 
tion follows— 

“ The man who reads the Scriptures, and is an 
Universalist, is not a Christian. For, he does not 
believe the testimony of God himself. He either 
with one section of his party, entertains the most er- 
roneous conceptions of the divine justice—concep- 
tions diametrically opposed to scripture : or imagines 
that the divine mercy is indiscriminately lavished 
without regard to the suggestions of wisdom—and 
with the same class of men, denies the infinite evil 
of sin, representing its future punishment as a tem- 
porary purgatory, and net an elernal hell: in all 
these notions, embracing essentially wrong ideas 
of the divine perfections :—or, with another party, 
he utterly disclaims the idea of future punishment, 
and sends immediately after death, without excep- 





tion, the vilest of the vile, to the rewards of the 
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righteous—the happinessof heaven. To whichevei 
party he is pleased to attach himself—whether he is 
inclined to adopt the sentiment of a limited punish- 
ment, or no punishment at all, he openly contra- 
dicts the whole system, the very tenour of Chris- 
tianity : he openly contradicts the positive declara- 
tions of God who cannot lie. Such a man wishes 
to quiet his conscience by his delusive hopes. But 
they are delusive hopes—hopes which shall perish, 
* when God taketh away his soul.” 

To this we reply—According to Dr. C., when a 
Christian, a man has “ more sin than holiness!” 
Now, Doctor, you shall decide—Have Universalists 
mote sin than holiness ? If they have, on your own 
confession, they are Christians, or saints. If 
they have not, but have more holiness than sin, call 
them what you please, they are better men than your- 
self! These are conclusions, generously furnished 
you, gratis, from your own premises! But, Sir, it 
remains to be proved, that Universalists “ do not 
believe the testimony of God himself. Your word 
will not be sufficient authority to substantiate this 
assertion. Read this—Acts iii. 20,21. “ And he 
shall send Jesus Christ, who before was preached 
unto you; whom the heaven must receive [retain] 
until the TIMES OF RESTITUTION OF ALL THINGS, 
which God hath spoken by the mouth of all his holy 
prophets since the world began.” Sir, Universal- 
ists believe this testimony of God. The mouth of 
all God’s prophets have spoken of the restitution of 
all things, since the world began. The devil's 





prophets have denied this testimony, and will con- 


tinue to deny it! To Dr. C. we say, Sir, tremble, 
when you again utter this wicked slander against 
Universalists, who believe in this, God’s testimony, 
by all His prophets. Tremble, lest the “ Wo,” the 
“ten thousand curses,” fall upon your devoted 
head, and you learn, by sad experience, that “ it 1s 
an evil and a bitter thing, to sin against God.” We 
will tell you, Sir, and your deluded congregation, 
what conceptions we entertain of the Divine jus- 
tice. Look at our conceptions. Read them, not in 
Calvin's Institutes, but in the revelation of the word 
and will of Heaven’s King! ((7 “ There is no 
god esle beside Me; [Who?] a JUST GOD 
and a SAVIOUR.” Isa. xlv. 21. “ For all have 
sinned, and come short of the glory of God ; being 
justified freely by his grace, through the redemption 
that is in Jesus Christ.” Dare you, Sir, say, This 
is an “ erroneous conception of Divine justice ?” 
Can you, Sir, say, These conceptions are “ dia- 
metrically opposed to Scripture?” Will you, Sir, 
presume to say, That the divine mercy is “ indis- 
criminately lavished without regard to the sugges- 
tions of wisdom,” when it is bestowed on all those 
who are “ justified freely by God's grace ?” 

Sir, we do deny the infinite evil of sin. The 
Scriptures, so far from asserting it, deny it also. 
Saying—* Surely the wrath of man shall praise 
thee ; the “ remainder of wrath shalt thou restrain.” 
You, Sir, deny it, in your Vade-Mecum, p. 163, 
where you say, “The Scriptures, on which we 
must ultimately depend for all truth, convey to us 
the most formidable ideas of transgression,—com- 


paring its consequences tothe bite of a serpent, and 
the sting of an adder.” Sir, answer—If the “ most 
formidable ideas contained in the Scriptures, of the 
consequences of sin, may be compared to the bite of 
a serpent,” &c. how can you say, that transgression, 
or sin, is infinite? Is the bile of a serpent infinite? 
Sir, we deny your assertion. We do neither re. 
present the “ future punishment of sin, as a tempo- 
rary purgatory, nor as an eternal hell.” We put 
you to the task.—The columns of this paper are 
free. Prove, if you can, the fulure punishment, in 
another world, of one of Adam’s race, for the sins 
committed in this. Sir, when even your saints 
have more sin than holiness, it stands you in hand to 
be careful of them! Sin, on your own hypothesis, 
predominates. Be careful of your hell. Guard it 
well. Your atonement is inefficacious; and your 
holy spirit, less energetic than the fear of it! Do 
we “ send immediately after death, without excep- 
tion, the vilest of the vile, to the rewards of the 
righteous—the happiness of heaven?” Sir, the 
wretch who “ has more sin than holiness,” is vile. 
Where do you send him? The Bible teaches us, 
that in Christ we “have redemption, through his 
blood, even the forgiveness of sins.” Farther. 
“ We must all be changed. ‘This corruptible must 
put on incorruption, and this mortal immortality ; 
and then shall be brought to pass the saying that is 
written, Death is swallowed up in victory. O 
Death, where is thy sting 2? O crave, where is thy 
victory?” And, Sir, we know, that the “sting of 
death is sin,” —that “ the strength of sin is the law ;” 
and, with unutterable gratitude, we exclaim— 
“ Thanks be to God, who giveth us the victory, 
through Jesus Christ our Lord.” ‘These, Sir, are 
our sentiments, or faith. We stand fearless. Our 
bosom is covered with the “shield of faith,” and 
we brave, unconcerned, all the darts of the enemy ! 
You have promised to preach the whole truth. 
Tell your congregation the word adm, rendered 
hell, in Luke xvi. 23. is the same word rendered 
grave, in 1 Cor. xv. 55. Now, Sir, you have, the 
second time, our sentiments. Beware how you 
“ bear false witness against your neighbour.” Be- 
ware how you accuse us of “ contradicting the 
whole system, the tenour of Christianity.” You 
may know, if you will learn, how we “ quiet our 
consciences.” Are our hopes, founded on the 
promises and oath of Jehovah, “ delusive hopes?” 
Will “ they perish, when God shall take away our 
soul ?” Know, Sir, that “ The dust shall return to the 
earth as it was; and the spirit to God who gave it.” 
We tell Dr. C. that we envy not the natural, moral, 
or spiritual condition of that man, who can declare 
with him, p. 19, “ The doctrine, therefore, which 
opposes the destructive sentiment of Universal Sal- 
vation, is an essential part of divine truth—a por- 
tion of that truth, my brethren, which I shall feel it 
my duty to defend and explain, and always openly 
avow among you. It is so interwoven with all my 
religious sentiments, that were I to renounce it, I 
should renounce the whole system of my belief, 
from the beginning to the end. I would immedi- 





ately abandon the sacred office in which I have en- 
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gaged. If all men are to be received to the beatific 
vision and fruition of God and the Lamb, without 
respect to their temper and conduct in this life, why 
should I preach the faith of Christ.” 

Was it a spirit of love or hatred, which dictated 
the above ? We give Dr. C. credit for declaring the 
truth—that, “ The doctrine which opposes” the sal- 
vation of all men, “ is so interwoven with all his re- 
ligious sentiments, that were he to renounce it, he 
would renounce the whole system of his belief from 
the beginning tothe end.” We will state the faith 
of the believer in the salvation of all men; and let 
Dr. G.’s system appear in contrast. We believe, 
that it is necessary for man to have the law of God 
written in his heart, and to love God supremely, 
and his neighbour (all men) as himself. We be- 
lieve this will be accomplished, “ As it is written, 
They shall be all taught of God.” And, faither— 
We believe, and say, “ If any man love not the Lord 
Jesus Christ, [with all his mind, and strength] let 
him be Anathema, Maran-atha.” 1 Cor. xvi. 22. 
“ Follow holiness, without which, [every degree of 
holiness} no man shall see the Lord.” Heb. xii. 14. 
“ Except ye repent [in every degree) ye shall all 
likewise perish.” Luke xiii. 3. “He that believeth not, 
[ALL] shall be damned.” Mark xvi. 16. We also 
believe that it requires the “ greatest degree of love, 
faith, repentance, or any other holy affection, to 
form the character of the saint.” Reader, Look at 
that. Now, Look at this. {7 Dr. C. believes, the 
“least degree of love, faith, repentance, or any 
other holy affection, forms the character of the 
saint!” And says, “If any man love not the Lord 
Jesus Christ {at all} let him be. Anathema Maran- 
atha.’ 1 Cor. xvi. 22. * Follow—holiness, without 
which, [without seme degree of which] no man shall 
see the Lord.’ Heb. xii. 14. ‘ Except ye repent, [in 
some degree] ye shall all likewise perish.’ Luke, xiii. 
3. ‘He that believeth not, [at all) shall be damned.’ ” 
Mark xvi. 16. 

Dr. C.’s whole system, on his own confession, 
consists in “ believing at all—following some degree 
of holiness—loving at all—-repenting in some de- 
gree!!!” Dr. C. adds—* If all men are to be re- 
ceived to the beatific vision and fruition of God and 
the Lamb, without respect to their temper and con- 
duct in this fe, why should J preach the faith of 
Christ ?” (That is, the faith of Calvin.) Answer. 
To obtain two thousand five hundred dollars per 
annum! Stop, Doctor, not too fast. You forget 
yourself. You have decided, in your Sermon, “ If 
salvation be of grace, God may, without the least 
injustice, bestow this salvation on whom He pleas- 
es,” &c. A precious confession this. And now, you 
would have the “ ignorant” class of the community 
believe, that your salary is altogether a matter of in- 
difference! Pray, Doctor, where is the mighty dif- 
ference between your saints, and the sinners you 
despise so much, when their conduct, in this life, is 
viewed through the medium of your “ whole sys- 
tem?” Your saint, in this life, “ has more sin than 
holiness.” He “ has the least degree of love, faith, 
repentance, or any other holy affection !” If not ab- 


trifling, that even you, Doctor, declare, (Vade-Me- 
cum, p. 55.) “ It appears from facts, as well as from 
Scripture, that it is impossible to point out any es- 
sential moral difference between a sinner and a 
saint, without making total depravity the peculiar 
and essential character of the sinner.” And to make 
it evident that this is not a slip of the head, heart, or 
pen, you also declare, p. 54, “Ifhe say, a sinner is 
one who does more evil than good ; this is a descrip- 
tion of a saint. For every saint [Calvinistic saint, 
we presume you mean!] has more sin than holi- 
ness.” You do not stop here. You declare, in 
emphatic terms, that there is no alteration after 
death. Letus look, for a moment, into your hea- 
ven. And, as your hell is in the neighbourhood, we 
will look at that also. We see no difference in the 
inhabitants of either place, unless we take your 
touchstone, Doctor, your total depravity, and apply 
it to the complexion of each. Then we find, that 
your holy men have “ more sin than holiness. ‘That 
they possess the least degree of love, faith, repent- 
ance, or any other holy affection.” In fine, to use 
your own language, We find, that “ it appears from 
facts, that it is impossible to point out any essential 
moral difference between a sinner and a saint, with- _ 
out making total depravity the peculiar and essen- 
tial character of a sinner.” Now, Doctor, this ap- 
pears very reasonable. For your saints are such 
abominable wretches, that you can discover nothing 
in them to prove a distinction in their favour. You 
must prove the sinner to be, if possible, a little the 
worst man on the whole, and that establishes the 


Doctor, where did you learn all this ? Who told you, 
that the preaching these abominable sentiments 
would authorize you to speak of being engaged in a 
“ sacred office?” How dare you ‘pretend, that you 
“ preach the faith of Christ?” Answer—* Doth a 
fountain send forth at the same place sweet water 
and bitter ?” You published your “ Vapr-Mecum,” 
and sent it forth into the world, as a compendium of 
what you taught and believed to be, the religion of 
Jesus. A book of “sound doctrine.” A guide to 
your parishioners, and a defence of the truth. You 
have never abjured the sentiments there promulga- 
ted. They are, to this moment, your own. And when 
you, in your Sermon, promise to explain, more ful- 
ly, the “ Essential doctrines of the Gospel,” we are 
not only authorized but compelled to believe, that 
your explanations will harmonize with your “ Vade- 
Mecum.” 

We ask you, Sir, What do you mean, when you 
say, in your Sermon, p. 21, “To explain and en- 
force the graces and virtues of the Christian life, 
and the obligations by which all men are bound to 
comply with the divine requirements, shall therefore 
occupy a large portion of my ministerial exer- 
tions?” Do you mean, that the “ graces and vir- 
tues of the Christian life,” consist in possessing the 
“least degree of love, faith, repentance, or any 
other holy affection?” Does that man “ comply 


with the divine requirements,” who “ believes at 
all?” Who is holy in “ some degree?” Repents in 





solutely totally depraved, the distinction is so very 


Who has “more sin than holi- 


“ some degree ?” 
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ness ?”” Sir, remember, it was well said by you, that 
“ the doctrine therefore, which opposes,” what you 
call, “ the destructive sentiment of Universal Salva- 
tion,” &c. “is so interwoven with all your religious 
sentiments, that were you to renounce it, you would 
renounce the whole system of your belief, from the 
beginning to the end!” Sir, all men are “to be re- 
ceived to the beatifick vision and fruition of God 
and of the Lamb, without respect to their temper 
and conduct in this life!” For, even you have de- 
cided, that “if salvation be of grace, God may, 
without the least injustice, bestow salvation on 
whom he pleases,” &c. The Scriptures are final 
on this subject. “ Not of works, lest any man should 
boast.” You, Sir, call our faith “destructive.” If 
you mean destructive by its influence on the mind 
of men here, it is perfection itself, compared with 
your hypothesis. You teach, that to be a saint, is 
to possess the “least degree of love, faith, repent- 
ance,” &c. What can be more demoralizing? We 
teach, That the greatest degree of love, faith, and 
repentance, are indispensable to constitute the chris- 
tian character. You teach, that sinners may go on 
with impunity. Because if elected they will cer- 
tainly be saved; and the punishment for sin is in 
another world, where they will escape it, by finding 
a safe harbour in heaven. We teach, in the words 
of inspiration, saying, “ Behold, the righteous shall 
be recompensed tn the earth ; much more the wick- 
ed and the sinner.” Prov. xi. 31. They shall 
reap where they sow! You, Sir, must acknowledge, 
that even your saints, if so wicked as you describe 
them, can receive, in this life, to the last far- 
thing, the recompense of their “love, faith and re 

pentance.” And farther, that sinners can also re- 
ceive the just demerit of their sins, by “ receiving 
in themselves that recompense of their error which 
was meet.” Rom.i. 27. You also teach, that God 
will save only a part of mankind; and this part a 
few, leaving the great residue without any incen- 
tive to love or gratitude. We teach, (Eph. i. 9, 10.) 
that God has “ made known unto us the mystery of 
his will, according to his good pleasyre, which he 
hath purposed in himself: that in the dispensation 
of the fulness of times, he might gather together in 
one all things in Christ, both which are in heaven, 
and which are on earth, even in him.” We hold out 
to men the greatest incentives to love and serve 
God. We represent God, in the language of Inspi- 
ration, to be the “God of the spirits of all flesh.” 
We say with Christ—“Call no man your father 
upon the earth ; for one is your Father who is in hea- 
ven.” In fine—We exhort all men to be holy, in 
every possible degree, for holiness will produce im- 
mediate enjoyment. We entreat and persuade men 
to forsake sin and every evil way, for sin will make 
them miserable. We urge the consideration of 
these, by the most powerful motives and incentives 
in the mind of man. Gratitude to God, who is the 
Friend, the unchangeable Benefactor of all. Whose 
only purpose in creation, and all his works of pro- 
vidence and redemption, have for their ultimate 
object the holiness and happiness of his creatures, 
which will increase the knowledge of his perfec- 





tions, and diffuse, throughout the boundless regions 
of his dominion, his Light, and Life, and Love! 
These briefly are our sentiments. They will be 
yours, and the sentiments of all men. For the time 
is coming, “when all shall be taught of God.” 
When “all shall know him from the least to the 
greatest.” And the prophet declares, “ They that 
know thy name, will put their trust in thee.” 

Befcre concluding, we would call Dr. C.’s atten- 
tion to the following declaration, in his Sermon, p. 
26. “ But when my mind reverts to another view 
of my ministry, it is filled with solemnity and awe, 
That ministry will exert an influence the most im- 
portant upon every member of this congregation 
throughout eternal ages. Every action we _per- 
form—every prayer we offer—every spiritual privi- 
lege we enjoy, will affect our everlasting destinies, 
Oh, press not through the river of Christ's blood to 
the flames of hell!!!” We ask you, Sir, where is 
your authority for giving yourself so much conse- 
quence, and predicating such tremendous conse- 
quences upon your preaching? How can your de- 
claration be truth, if what you declared in pp. 17, 
18, be true, that God “ is resolved to preserve them, 
[the elect] and to conduct them to his everlasting 
kingdom ?” Did God resolve to do this, with the 
condition of your assistance? If not, your labours 
will never secure the salvation of one soul. If the 
non-elect are reprobated, as you believe, in the 
counsels of eternity, your preaching will not kindle 
one flame in hell, nor prolong, for a single moment, 
their sufferings! We also ask you, Sir, where you 
learned, that a man could “ press through the river 
of Christ's blood to the flames of hell?” We read, 
“The blood of Christ cleanseth from all sin.” And 
some of your brethren in your faith have declared, 
that “ one drop was sufficient to save a guilty world.” 
How then is it, that a man can be washed in a river 
of the atoning blood of Christ, and leave its cleans- 
ing current, guilty and vile, borne on its crimson 
waves to the flames of hell ? 

Note.—To. Dr. Cumming we say, our columns 
are free. If you feel aggrieved, you have a remedy. 
But, you must not expect too much from men whom 
you style “ utterly ignorant,” &c. 


—<g—— 
THE DUTY OF CARING FOR THE SOULS 
OF RELATIVES. 

The above is the title of a Tract; in which the 
duty of saving the souls of relatives is urged. Does 
God save the souls of his relatives? If not, you 
must not save yours? You must be godly: God is 
the Father of all men. Is it your duty to save the 
souls of you cousins and distant relations, and will 
God neglect to save the souls of his own offspring ? 
Is a God of love, of less compassion than you, a 
man of the dust? Is all the care and concern ex- 
pressed by clergymen, for the souls of men, sincere ? 
Or, do not they say one thing, and mean another ; 
writing, through mistake, the word souls, when 
their hearts say, salary! 
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